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ABSTRACT 

A project in Dodge County, Nebraska, from July 1, 
1969, to June 30, 1970, used Mobile Units Supplementing Education 
(MUSE) under an Elementary and Secondary Education Act Title III 
grant. The primary objective of the pilot project and the operational 
grant was to demonstrate and explore the possibilities of bringing 
special and supplemental units of education to small isolated school 
districts. The secondary objective was to research the effect of 
mobile classrooms, good equipment and supplies, and a planned program 
of publicity upon the speech therapy program as it effected the 
students, their parents, the classroom teacher, the superintendents, 
and the speech therapist. An attempt to obtain an objective 1 

evaluation was made through the use of a battery of tests given to 
selected students at the start and close of the speech therapy 
program. Subjective evaluations were collected by means of 
questionnaires. The returned questionnaires indicated that the 
respondents considered the project to be valuable. However, the 
project has been discontinued owing to high costs to the local school 
districts. Copies of evaluation forms used and a breakdown of 
expenses for the project were also included in the report. (PS) 
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Part II NARRATIVE INFORMATION 



Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965, Title III 
as amended 

Special and Supplemental Units of Education Brought by Mobile 
Classroom to Sparsely Populated Territories (Project Muse) 

Project Number: 67-3220 

Grant Number: 70-27-CoS- 13-3320R 

State : Nebraska 

Grant Period: July 1, 1969 to June 30, 1970 

1. The primary objective of the pi .Tot project and the 
operational grant has been to demonstrate and explore the 
possibilities of bringing special and supplemental units of 
Education to small isolated school districts, which could not 
provide these services either because of low financial ability 
or lack of student population, through the use of the motorized 
mobile classroom. The secondary objective of the operational 
or continuational grant has been to research the effect of a 
well planned mobile classroom, good equipment and supplies, and 
a planned program of publicity upon the speech therapy program 
as it effects the students, their parents, the classroom 
teacher, the superintendents and the speech therapist and at 
the same time to provide therapy to selected schools within the 
area. It was planned to provide therapy to some schools that had 
never had this service in the past, some schools that had had 

speech therapy service, and to certain selected non-public schools 

* 

Plans were to drop some of these schools as soon as another 
source of speech therapy became available. 

It was felt that further study was needed in establish- 

I 

ing a Speech Stimulation Program of Some nature within the 2 



lower grades of our schools. It was felt by the project staff 
and the therapists available for consultation that the nember 
of children within our area prevented a good speech stimulation 
program from being conducted by the speech therapist along with 
their speech therapy program and the the speech stimulation 
program could best be conducted by the classroom teacher under 
the direction of the therapists using pre-recorded speech tapes 
and lesson plans. 

An attempt was made to obtain an objective evaluation 
of this project through the use of a battery of tests given to 
selected students of one school at the start and the close of 
the speech therapy program in order to determine if any change 
in achievement had taken place. Results of these tests and an 
evaluation of the results will be reported in the section on 
evaluation in our final report. The speech therapist has been aided 
by the Educational Service Unit’s Psychologist, the Dodge County 
Visiting Teacher, and the students' classroom teacher in giving 
and evaluating these tests and the results. 

It was felt by the project staff of the planning and 
operational grants that the information needed to determine the 
effectiveness of this project could best be obtained through 
the use of questionnaires completed by the speech therapist, 
the students, the studentgjs parents, the classroom teacher, the 
school superintendents, and other individuals being serviced by 
the mobile classroom. Because the services of the mobile class- 
room was mainly in the field of speech and hearing therapy and 



some supervision of the speech stimulation programs it was felt 
that this evaluation, must, by the nature of the services being 
offered by subjective and that very little objective information 
could be obtained except for the actual operational expenses of 
the program as compared to the , operational expenses of the 
Dodge County Speech Therapy Program). The results of these 
evaluations (questionnaires received as of 4 June 1970) for 
the school year 1969-70 have been compiled and are being for- 
warded together with this Narrative Information. The Department 
Head of the University of Wyoming (Speech and Hearing Therapy) 
and an Evaluation Team appointed by the Nebraska State 
Department of Education have evaluated this project during the 
past year. Copies of their reporst are forwarded herewith. 



2) Influence of our Title III project on; 

b) Public Support for educational innovations and change 
Work done under the planning grant played a large role in 
creating and maintaining intact our Educational Service Unit. 

Meetings of both the Educational Service Unit's Board and the 
administrative personnel of the different schools within our area 
were held at the Offices of the Pilot Project during the later 
part of 1966 when the educational service unit was first being 
organized and was without funds. .Preliminary discussions by the 
administrators and the board members laid the foundations for 
many of the services now being offered by the personnel of the 
Educational Service Unit. 

Three members of the project staff gave speechs to public 
organizations on* the services that could be given by the education- 
al service units. The effectiveness of their speechs was demonstrat- 
ed by the fact that the Educational Service Unit carried in all 
four counties when voted upon by the people for inclusion or 
exclusion within the service unit. 

It is felt that the use of itinerant speech therapists through- 
out the state of Nebraska can be traced to a great extent to the 
establishment of a County Speech Therapy Program within Dodge 
County, State of Nebraska, in 1961. From this program grew the 
original request that was submitted by the Dodge County Superintend- 
ent which was the basis for Project Muse. Much of the State pf 
Nebraska is now being serviced by itinerant therapists through a 
method very similar to our original program. 



d) The program has effectively demonstrated that units of 
special educational services can be provided to rural isolated 
areas when the classes can be maintained at: a serviceable level. 

The mobile classroom has proven to be an effective tool for giving 
educational tests to small groups where more than one grade is 
contained within a classroom. Necessary individuals can be removed 
from the environment of the classroom and tested without 
disturbing the remainder of the group. 

e) The motorized mobile classroom was used to conduct a 
speech stimulation program with four-five-six year old children 
within Project Headstart during the past two years. The unit 
proved to be a very effective tool for this purpose. While 
evaluation of this part of the project had to be subjective 

it was considered by all to be a great success with the children. 
During the early part of the summers we had several children 

t 

refuse to come aboard the unit and/or to speak to any of the 
instructors. By the end of the programs all of the children 
were attending and most of them were speaking both aboard the unit 
and within their classroom. Magic tricks, games, and songs were 
used to a great extent during this period. 

f) Five new programs in the field of speech therapy have been 
started during the project period within our area. These programs 
were started as a direct result of testing and reporting done by 
the project speech therapist, the Dodge County speech therapist, 
and the Saunders County speech therapist working together to test 

drildren in different schools within our area which had not had. 



speech therapy services in the past. Programs for the TMSs 
and EMRs are being established throughout our area by the 
Educational Service Unit. 

h) The University of Wyoming and the State Departmentof 
Education for the State of Wyoming are investigating the 
posibilities of Motorized Mobile Units for testing and therapy 
within their state. Educational Service Unit Number Three is 
investigating the possibility of obtaining a mobile unit for 
service to the hard of hearing within their area. 



7 



i 



3. We know of no school system within or without our state that 
has adopted the objectives and/or program of our project. Dr. R. 
Ramon Kohler, University of Wyoming, who evaluated the project 
for us in February 1970 stated that he and Dr. Sara James, Wyoming 
State Department of Education were drawing plans for several units 
of this type to cover the State of Wyoming for the purpose of speech 
and hearing testing and for later use within a speech therapy program 
for isolated rural areas. An evaluation by Dr. William Metzger, 
Educational Service Unit Number Three, Omaha, Nebraska has resulted 
in requests from the Coordinator of Speech and Hearing Services of 
that area who stated: 

"We are now attempting to devise some method of 
providing services to the hard of hearing in our 
smaller outlying school districts. We are investi- 
gating the possibility of obtaining a mobile unit 
and hence are much in need of help based on your 
experience in this area. As we see it now this unit 
will not be used for testing, but rather for ongoing 
therapy as part of our aural rehabilitation program. 

Our pilot area encompasses approximately 247 square 
miles and contains three K-12 school districts. We 
are guesstimating approximately twelve youngsters 
to be served in each of these school districts. 

General procedures will be the same as in our 
regular resource rooms for the hearing handicapped." 



• • 

4) Project information was disseminated through distribution of 
a folder describing the unit) publication of information in local 
newspapers, and issuing of a form report describing the program 
and/or progress of children within the program. Reports of the 
progress of children within the program were sent to the parents, 
the childrens' teachers, and the school administrators. The 
folder describing the unit was prepared by the Nebraska State 
Department of Education and was also distributed to the parents, 
the teachers, and the administrators. Two copies of this 
report (folder) are enclosed. 

Information concerning testing carried on within different 
schools but not receiving therapy from the motorized unit and/or 
another source were sent to the administrator, of the local 
school, the classroom teacher, and the Educational Service Unit.. 

5) Dissemination of the results of speech examinations to the 
local schools and to the Educational Service Unit has resulted 
in several speech therapy programs being established within our 
area. Several of the non-public schools that received therapy 
services under the project but are being eliminated from further 
services are searching for ways to contine the therapy programs 
on their own. Project Headstart will continue the speech 
stimulation program through the use of their classroom teachers. 
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6) Evaluation copies (three) are submitted herewith. 

7) This project will not be carried forward through either the 
Office of the Dodge County Superintendent of Schools or by the 
Educational Service Unit. The controlling Boards of both 
organizations have concluded that the mobile unit is to expensive 
to operate because of loss of wheels and other unexpected expenses 
that have occurred during the past year. However the program 
will be carried on in part through the use of itinerant speech 
therapists working out of these offices. Some of the equipment 
and supplies contained aboard the unit will be retained for use 
by the Dodge County Speech Therapist. We have been informed 

that the Nebraska State Department of Education has received 
several requests for the use of the motorized mobile classroom. 



SECTION III • End of Project Report and End of Budget Report 
EVALUATION REPORT Fiscal Year 1969-70 



Content 



Objective evaluation report 
Administrators' evaluation 
Teachers' evaluation 
Parents' evaluation 

Evaluation by Or. R. Ramon Kohler, Ph.D., University of Wyoming 

Nebraska State Department of Education Evaluation 

Breakdown of cost (operational expenses) for past three years 



PART III— EVALUATION REPORT 



Section At 

It was felt that methods and procedures for evaluation 
of this project must of necessity be mainly subjective. Evalua- 
tions of the primary objectives of this project was by question- 
naires as states in the previous grant requests. These question- 

I 

naires have been compiled (those received through 4 June 1970) and 
the results are forwarded herewith. The results of an evalua- 
tion by Dr. R. Ramon Kohler, Head of the Department ^of Speech 
Pathology, University of Wyoming, and the results of two evalua- 

tions by representatives of the Nebraska State Department of 

, • 

Education are also enclosed. 

An attempt was made to obtain an objective evaluation 
of the results of an individual receiving speech therapy upon 
his progress and/or scores on achievement tests. Results of 
these tests were inconclusive and it is felt that* no true 
generalisations can be drawn from this part of the program. 

From the results of the questionnaires completed by 
the school administrators, classroom teachers, students, students 4, 
parents, and the speech therapist it is felt that conclusions 
can be drawn that the motorized mobile unit has proven to be 
one of the best educational tools devised for speech therapy. 

The speech therapist has been able to service a greater number 
of students and schools without any reduction is dismissal and/or 
improvement rate among the students. The unit has improved 
settings for parent and teacher conferences and has helped to 

12 

create a greater interest in speech improvement programs among 






the claeeroon teachers. 

The unit has proven to be an excellent environment for 

9 

speech and hearing testing, and for giving achievement and 
Primary Mental Ability Tests to small groups of children. When 
plugged into an electrical source there is no distraction due 
to outside noises and/or visual distractions except for the view 
through the windshield which could be eliminated by hanging a 
curtain over it. Lighting is good at each carrel and individual 
dividers prevents visual distractions. 

It is felt that the planning grant for this project 
and the efforts made by the staff have been largely responsible 
for all four of our counties voting to join the Educational 
Service Unit. 

The project was able to bring speech and hearing 
• services to many schools that had not had these services in 
the past. In the three years that the project has been in 
operation several speech therapy programs have been started 
within the four county area. Many of these programs were 
started as a direct result of speech tests that were given 
aboard the unit. Speech therapy programs and/6r speech 
stimulation programs were also started within many non-public 
schools and Project Headstart at Midland College. 

.One hundred and Forty One students have received speech 
therapy and/or speech stimulation aboard the motorized mobile 
unit during the past year. Oux most effective use of the project 
as a demonstration was to have InrHvlrinnli uK ft 






in the project come to Fremont and evaluate the project for 
us. Dr. R. Ramon Kohler, University of Wyoming who evaluated 
the project in February, 1970 stated that ^ and Dr. Sara James, 
Wyoming State Department of Education were drawing plans for 

i 

•several units of this type to cover the State of Wyoming for 

the purpose of speech and hearing testing and for later use 

within a speech therapy program for rural areas. An evaluation 

by Dr. William Metzger, Educational Service Unit Number Three, 

Omaha, Nebraska has resulted in requests from the Coordinator 

of Speech and Hearing Services of that area who stated: 

"We are now attempting to devise some method of 
providing services to the hard of hearing in our 
smaller outlying school districts. We are investi- 
gating the possibility of obtaining a mobile unit 
and hence are much in need of help based on your 
experience in this area. As we see it now this unit 
will not be used for testing, but rather for ongoing, 
therapy' as part of our aural rehabilitation program. 

• Our pilot area encompasses approximately 247 square 

miles and contains three K-12 school districts. We 
are guesstimating approximately twelve youngsters 
to be served in each of these school districts. 

General procedures will be the same as in our 
regular resource rooms for the hearing handicapped." 

Progress made by students within the program and the 

number of students serviced is indicated in enclosures. There 

is also a breakdown of project expenses and other information 

concerning the project. 

(a) This project in part will be continued by the Dodge 

County Board of Supervisors. An itinerate speech therapist has 
been hired for Dodge County for the following school year. 




However neither the non-public schools within the City of 

■ # I 
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from the therapist as they are ineligible to join this program. 
Several non-public schools within Dodge County will receive the 
services of the County Speech Therapist under the sponsorship 
of the local public school. Use of the motorized Mobile Unit 
will not be continued. The Dodge County Board of Supervisors 
have voted to turn title to the unit and the equipment contained 
aboard this unit over to the Nebraska State Department of 
Education. 

« 

(b) ■ The major reason the project is not being continued 
by the Dodge County Schools is that it is felt that it has 
proven to be too expensive for the local schools to support. 

(c) We know of no school systems in our state or outside 
of our state that have adopted our project or elements of our 
project. Many schools throughout the United States are now 

♦ using Mobile Classrooms but most of these are designed by 
the company that produces and sells this product. 



Evaluation 



In an effort to obtain an objective evaluation of the effects of 
speech therapy on achievement and to correlate these changes in achievement 
(if any) to progress in speech therapy, tests were given to eight students within 
the speech therapy program* Science Research Associates tests for Primary 
Mental Ability and achievement were used. Foret C of the Achievement Utt was 
given on i 1- 27 • 70 and Form 0 of the same test was given oo A-27-70 a lapse 
period of five months between the tests. During these five months the students 
received grosp therapy for a period of twenty five minutes per session twice 
a week. The Primary Mental Ability teat was given on 1-23*70* Following are 
results of these tests and a subjective evaluation of progress made within the 



speech therapy program. Scores « grade Equivalent 
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Results of those- tests seem to Indicate that progress in speech therapy 
does correlate to a Halted extent with achievement and -to results of the 
Primary Mental Ability tests* However* a five month period of time la not 
sufficient to give definite results and it is felt that no conclusions or 
generaii cations can be reached as a result of this part of the project, it 
la felt that ihaae lasts and/or teste of a similar nature should be given to a 
larger group of students and for over a longer period of tlot to determine If 
there Is a true correlation between progress in speech therapy* echleveaent* 
and Primary Mtntal Ability. 
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EVALUATION REPORTS CONTAIN ONLY THOSE REPLIES RECEIVED 



BY THE DODGE COUNTY SUPERINTENDENT'S OFFICE PRIOR TO 



4 June 1970 



, / ' 



o 

ERJC 



A£L 



DODGE COUNTY SCHOOLS 
Fremont* Nebraska 

Questionnaire for Administrators of schools with children In the 
speech therapy program conducted under the Supplementary Centers 
and Service Program of Public Law 89-10. 

1. Did your school have the services of a speech therapist prior 
to the inception of the program within the mobile unit? Yes 3 No 4 

a* If the answer to question l is yes f in your opinion how does 
the program conducted within the unit compare with that conducted 
within the school prior to the time the unit was in operation? 

Much improved 2 Improve d A bout the sam e l W ors e 

2. What has been your observation of the childrens' attitude toward 
attending speech therapy sessions within the mobile unit? On the average. 

Wanted to attend 6 Didn M t care Did not want to attend 
No direct contact with the chi ldre n I . 

3. Do you feel that the attitude of the parents whose children are 

attending the speech therapy sessions toward the speech therapy pro- 
gram are: favorable 7 unfavorable 

4. Have you noticed any change in the general attitude toward 

learning among the children who have attended the speech therapy 
sessions? Yes 4 No 2 . Don't kno w 1 

a. If answer to the above question is yes do you feel that these 
attitudes, on the average' have: Improved u Dcteriated L . 

5. Whet has been your observation of the teachers 4 attitudes toward 
taking children from the classroom for speech therapy? 

Favorable 7 Unfavorable • 



6. Do you feel that there is a better method of providing speech 
therapy services to your school? Yes 1 No 6 

7. If answer to No. 6 is yes please indicate what you feel would 
be a better method of providing this service. 

Fait time service Is best for us. 



■ COtfftENTS OF ADMINISTRATORS School Year 1969-70 • 



1. Full time service is best for us. 

. 2. Teachers and parents seem satisfied. 1 have heard favorable, comments 
about the results of the program. Most children have improved; those who 
have not probably are careless in practicing what they have learned. 1 
appreciate the comprehensive reports Mr. Kierstead makes to teachers and 

parents 0 on the progress of each child. 

»' 

V 

. • * * 

3. In our situation we reached only the pupils in the special education 
room and we did have others in need. I appreciated the attention given to 
our students and believe that we need speech therapy service. 

A. We ware certainly very happy to be a part of this program. Mr. Kierstead 
has done a tremendous job. The youngsters enjoyed going to class and because 
^*of Mr. Kierstead's interest and patience, they learned much. It was remarkable 
to see all the different materials with which he had to work. It is hoped this 
program can continue again next year so that the children may benefit from it 
and not lose all that has thus far been taught. 

•5 . Some of the students could have used more individual work and more often. 

I realize this is difficult. 

.6. We need a speech program in our own building and our own speech therapist, 

* however | finances and personnel are not available. 

7. I believe this has been a very valuable program, which has fefiftK rendered 
us a service which we could not otherwise have provided. 

Personally I am very gratiful and do look forward to its continuance. A 
jobtwell done. 



- « 



DODGE COUNTY SCHOOLS 
Fremont, Nebraska 



Questionnaire for teachers with children in the speech therapy 
program conducted under the Supplementary Centers and Services 
program of Fublic Law 89-10* 

1* Did your school have the services of a speech therapist prior 
to the inception of the speech therapy program within the unit? 
Yes_9 N o 18 . 

a* If the answer to question 1 is yes, in your opinion has 
does the speech therapy program within the unit compare with 
that conducted within the school prior to the time the mobile 
unit was in operation? 

Huch Improved 4 Improve d 2 A bout the same 3 W orse 

2* What has been your observation of the childrens' attitude 
toward attending speech therapy sessions within the unit? 

Vented to attend 2SP jdn't care 1 D id not want to attend 1 . 

3* Do you feel that the attitude of the parents whose children 
are attending the speech therapy sessions toward the speech 
therapy program ares 

Favorabl e 28 U nfavorabl e 0 D on ' t care 1 

4. Have you noticed any change in the general attitude toward 
learning among the children who have attended the speech therapy 
sessions? On the average* Yea 14 N o 13 * 

a* If answer to the above question is yes do you feel that 
these attitudes, on the average, haves 

Improve d 14 D eterlate d . 

5* Do you feel that there is a better method of providing speech 

therapy services to your school? Yes 1 N o. 26 

« 

a* if answer to above question is yes please Indicate what 
you feel wound be a better method of providing these services* 

1. Resident Speech Therapist 



COMMENTS OF TEACHERS School Year 1969-70 



1* It would be better to have more therapists to have more individualized 
children sessions* 

Also I feel the teachers could work with the classroom teacher and give 
group therapy lessons* I know this is available* 

Also, Speech from Channel 12 is excellent for lower primary, and would 
provide group lessons. 

\ * * 

2* I like a mobile unit because it provides a well equipped and comfortable • 
place for children to have speech therapy* They also are somewhat isolated 
which I consider a good thing, for those who neeo special help* 

3* I think that the parents and the pupils themselves appreciate highly 
the opportunity of Speech Therapy for the children who are in need of 
help in this matter* 

4* In my opinion the mobile unit is a very satisfactory method of handling 
the speech therapy program* 

5* I feel the therapy my students received the past year was excellent and 

very beneficial-especially to D * Both students always looked forward to 

attending the lessons and returned enthusiastic and anxious to relate activities 
the experienced* 

I can see a definite improvement in D f s speech* I's sure that her* 
confidence in her speech is a predominate factor in the improvement in her 
reading abilities* Unlike at the beginning of this year, she has shown much 
more interest and enthusiasm in this area, and her ability to read orally 
and contribute toward class discussions has grown considerably* 

I hope that after reexamination next fall if she still needs therapy, that 
she will improve as much as she has this past year* I've been very satisfied 
with her progress. 

6. I was quite pleased with the speech therapy program* 

Many times the children with speech problems are also slow learners. In 
building up their ability to speak they acquire a self-confidence which shows 
itself in related school work* Thanks to all responsible for the program* 

7. This was a very helpful program and I felt he should have had more children 
but he didn't have time enough to do all this, because of too many speech 
defects in upper grades* This program helped in getting them to work on their 
own and supplemented what I was trying to do also* 

8* The children enjoyed the program* I have noticed improvement in their 
speech* 

9* It is a good program and so helpful for St* Pat's* I got some favorable 
comments from the parents, so I am sure it is much appreciated* Tiie unit 
came at an ideal time as far as my teaching schedule was concerned* 

I think perhaps I should have been more acquainted witli the purpose 
and mechanics of the unit in general* 

10* Nr. James Kierstcod did a very fine job in presenting the program and 
therapy* The students did not lose interest or refuse to attend at any time*- 
They always looked forward to the service twice a week* 22 



COMMENTS OF TEACHERS School Year 1909-70 (Continued) 



11. As a teacher 1 would like to carry on in the classroom what is being 
worked on in the speech unit. 1 don't mean the exercises but I feel I 
could remind the child about pronouncing certain things correctly but I 
often feel 1 shouldn't because I would approach it wrong and embarrass him. 
Maybe a conference between the therapist) the teacher, and the parents 
would make a stronger continuation of the program and would be of help to 
‘all concerned. 

V 

.12. I think it would be helpful in the teacher could be given a few 
specific speech exercises for the child at the beginning of the year. 

13. My students were most anxious for speech days. They helped each 

other and provided the extra push in speaking correctly. L came 

to me as a whisperer so no one would hear him, now he volunteers in 
class. J is still conscious of his problem but he will try very 

hard for me. I felt it was a valuabile asset to my fellows this year. 

Hope they will be able to continue. 

14. What I was most impressed by was the attitude that Mr. Kierstead 
had given the children because no one ever looks down upon them or makes 
fun of them, and the children attending the speech unit do not feel 
ashamed and actually share their learning. I*ra all for it. 

15. The use of the mobile unit makes this program available to many 
children who would otherwise not get the therapy they need. 

Parents, generally 1 think are glad their children have this opportunity 
to receive help. 

16. This program does help to improve the speech and seems to prevent any 
inferior feeling or discouragement from the difficulty. The activities are 
interesting and fun and gives the child his own "thing" to do. Mr. Kierstead 
takes time for individual evaluations aind help. The Muse surely has the 
mechanical appeal to children. 



QUESTIONNAIRE FOR PARENTS OF CHILDREN IN THE SPEECH THERAPY PROGRAM 
CONDUCTED WITHIN THE MOTORISED MOBILE UNIT. School Yo«r 1969-70 

1. How lonf has your child boon in the speech therapy program? 

I wtr 11 * y«A H, 0 } year* or looter S 

2- If your child received speech therapy prior to that conducted^ 
within the mobile unit please answer the following: 

a- In your opinion how does the speech therapy program 
conducted within the unit compare with that conducted 
within the school? 

Much Improved, % a I mprove d 2 a bout the sam e w ors e 

b. Whet has been your child’s attitude toward attending 
the program within the unit compared with attending the 
program within the school building? 

Much Improve d £ i mprove d £ a bout the sam e w ors t 

). If your child did not recaiva speech therapy prior to that 
conducted within the mobile class roctn please answer the following: 

a. What has been your child's attitude toward attending the 
• speech therapy sessions: 

Wanted to atten d ^D idn't want to atten d * • P ldn* t car e 0 

b. Do you feel that the speech therapy prograa should be 
continued within the mobile classroom? 

Ye s 25 No 2 

Q. What is your personal evaluation of your child's speech now as 
compared with his speeoh at the start of the school yearl 

Much Improve d 6 into rove d 13 a bout the sam e 4 regresse d, 

5* Whet is your personal evaluation of you r child's attitude toward the 
general school situation now as compared to .that at the start of the 
school year? 

Much Improve d 8 improve d 11 a bout the same 3 r egresse d 

6. Please feel free to make any domnenl about the speech therapy program 
and/or the motorised mobile unit that yon think might help us to evaluate 
tta effectiveness. Your thoughts and comments era of the upmost Importance 
•to us in attempting to evaluate this program. 



COMMENTS OF PARENTS • School Year 1960-70 (continued) 



School Summer School Program* He made very little progress there because 
he received little or no individual attention* I feel the individual work 
helped him the most and I think the fact that he liked "Jim”, as he called 
him-so well helped him to try to do better* l!d like to see the program 
continued within the mobile unit and appreciate very much all that Mr. 

Kierstead has done for D * 

11. We have found that J has been fortunate in being able to be 

one of the students tought under this program* 

We feel that it has definitely developed better character, the ability 
to express herself and above all the vast improvement of pronouncing words 
and expression of sounds* 

It is our feeling that superb instruction has made this program a success 
for our child* 

J has always looked forward to the time which she was to. 

spend at speech therapy* 

12* 1 think the mobile unit should be kept in operation* This is one way 
the children get attention most of them need the extra help like this. 

■ • 

13. I think the speech therapy has tought S to be more calm and 

quiet* And since she started the therapy she has had only one spell of 
loss of voice to my knowledge. 

1 think the therapy is helping her even though it is slow progress. 

14* 1 think the program helped my daughter very much and she seems as though 
she talks iribre and reads better and has much more speech clearness and cares 
more about discussing of studies in school. 

15. It would certainly be helpful to us as parents of two children that 
• must have speech assistance to have something to use or go by at home. 1 

can feel that they are being helped in their manner of speech, but they still 
make the same errors over and over again. I feel that after a year of this 
speech help at least some of these should have been eliminated. We*ll try 
and be more patient with G because he certainly needs a lot of help. 

16. I think this program may give R more confidence in himself. Also 

he does not like to study and I think he may have missed the phonic training 
they have received in school. He does not apply himself, unless someone 
stands over him. 

17. 1 feel it is a much needed part of education. 
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COMMENTS OF PARENTS School Year 1969-70 







1. Wc think the program is very much worthwhile and appreciate the help 
given our child with his speech problem. 

2* I must say that K 's speech has improved considerably over the past 

2 years. 1 can recognize the words he is being corrected on as he says 
the words much slower and emphosizes them. 

I am very thankful for the 'speech therapy program thru the school and 
hope it can.be continued in future years. 

I will be looking forward to having K back in the speech program 

next fall .and will help him all I can during the summer months. Thanking 
you so much. 

3. We are very pleased with the mobile unit. I know we would not be sending 
her to speech therapy as we could not afford it. She isn't too bad and her 
problem would have gone unnoticed as we are not trained in that field. So we 
would not have noticed here speech problem. 1 think' this extra help will 
give here confidence and help her later on in her studies as well as her 
English. 

We really do appreciate this added service to our school and 1 whole- 
heartly recommand that it continues as long as it is needed. We are all 
for it. Thank you. Keep up the good work. 

4. I realize now that I should have visited the mobile unit sometime. I 

really am sorry--but too late. But C really has improved this year 

in this schoolroom and activities. He is a much more relaxed boy and for 
the first time in his school years t he has finally had a Frierid. A true 
pal’ and buddy in the other kids in his room.. Some one that he would say t 
can so and so come to our place tonight, and they played together, had fun. 

, laughed, and really understood each other. I'm wondering what will happen 
if he has to .take some classes with the group. . It won't take to long to 
tell whether he gets frustrated. 

* I think he definitely should continue in the speech program. 

5. I feel that R without the speech tnerapy would be about like 

I'm today. I have trouble with different words also. I feel that it is a 
well deserving thing that is being done. 

Also B is much improved in his words. When he gets excited he 

slips a little and 1 notice the difference right away. 

6V We think that D 's speech has improved a great deal in fact so 

much that some of the other members of the family remarked that how clearly 
she enunciated and perhaps she could give us speech lessons. We have 11 
children and I think' all the older ones commented that their own speech 
could stand better sounding of words. D loved working with Jim. He 

never ceased to make it interesting a a challenge to good speaking. Thank 
you very much. 

7. We are fortunate to have a program like this to correct speech. 1 hope 
it continues in our county. 

8. She has liked the program very much. 

9. We hope the mobile unit continues--for it gives people(likc us on a 
limited budget) a chance to help their child as a regular therapist is so 
expensive. I think the speech program has been very good. 

10. D took 2 summer sessions of speech therapy at the W, 
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Mrs. Miriam Matousek 
Superintendent 
Dodge County Schools 
Frenont, Nebraska 68025 

Dear Mrs. Matousek: 

This letter Is to comply with a request for a written evaluation 
of your E.S.E.A. Title III Project, Dodge County Project MUSE. Thank 
you for. the opportunity to observe thts mobile speech and hearing unit. 
May 1 commend you for the time and effort expended on your behalf to 
bring this service to the children of Dodge County. Mr. James Klersteaa 
should also receive praise for his service to the unit. 

The following Individuals were interviewed in connection with my 
visit: 

Mr. C. Herbert Bones, Director < 

Educational Service Unit 02 
Fremont, Nebraska 

Mr. Robert E. Gaston, Superintendent 
Hooper-Uehllng-Logan School Dlst. 

Hooper, Nebraska 

Clarice Adams, Teacher 
Hooper-Uehllng-Logan School Dlst. - 
Hooper, Nebraska 

Mrs. Bertha Olson 
Winslow School 
Winslow, Nebraska 

Mr. James Klerstead 
Speech & Hearing Therapist 
Dodge County Project MUSE 
Fremont, Nebraska 

Many of the comments which would normally be made regarding this 
project have been stated in previous documents; however, they will be 
o restated again as they apply to the present evaluation. 

■ 
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The function of this observer was to (l) evaluate the motorized 
mobile unit and Its application in rural and Isolated areas. (2) eval- 
uate the equipment and supplies on board the unit. (3) evaluate the 
speech therapists' schedule and caseload. (4) make recommendations 
regarding the future placement of the unit, and (5) evaluate the unit 
as to Its usability by disciplines other than speech correction. In 
this report these points will be considered In the same order as enum- 
erated here. 

1. EVALUATION OF UNIT AND APPLICATION TO RURAL AREAS 

The mobile van appears to be the only way most of the rural areas 
can receive services for children with speech and hearing problems. 

Those people Interviewed and the present evaluator feel that the mobile 
unit Is accomplishing Its Intended purpose of providing a valuable ser- 
vice and Is encouraging schools to take over. the function of providing 
remediation for speech and hearing problems. Lack of adequate training, 
lack of time, lack of space, and lack of equipment appear to be the 
major factors which keep others such as the regular teacher from render- 
ing this service. 

It Is felt this unit fs larger and heavier than necessary for a 
one-man operation. The unit could be better utilized by two therapists, 
thus servicing twice the children In the same amount of time. The unit 
could be made more usable by some minor remodeling such as a partition 
between the driving area and the work area, removing the third carrol 
on the right side and providing more table space In the rear of the unit, 
making It more usable for face-to-face contact required In speech and 
hearing work. 

A problem apparent In servicing rural areas on a regular basis 
appears to be getting Into the outlying schools on soft, unpaved roads 
during certain times of the year. This problem may be overcome by 
scheduling those schools on a block plan during the favorable times of 
,the year. If future units were, anticipated, a smaller, lighter, one- 
man unit might be considered. 

2. EQUIPMENT AND SUPPLIES 

The equipment and supplies on this unit are ample, well-used, and 
cared for properly. The foregoing Is true especially when one considers 
the typo of cases being seen. Additional equipment would only be dif- 
ficult to store, and keep in repair. 

The only reason for considering additional equipment would be If 
the administrators chose to make tape recorders, etc. available for 
speech improvement activities to the classroom teachers on a check-out 
basis. This practice should be discouraged! however. 
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3. CASELOAD AND SCHEDULE 

It Is natural for such a project to begin servicing a large area 
and have a small caseload. As schools and Individuals become aware of 
the service, the caseload grows and the area diminishes. This apparent- 
ly has been the situation with this project. The project began serving 
four counties, was cut to two, and may be even smaller In the future. 

A caseload of near 90 children Is too large. This observer would 
recomnend a caseload of 60 children being seen twice weekly and this 
number only If. driving time 1$ not excessive. Normally expected results 
will not accrue If the service Is spread too thin. A large caseload 
also prevents the therapist from conferencing with parents and teachers 
regarding the program and progress of children In therapy. 

4. FUTURE PLACEMENT 

Since the mobile unit has been In operation It has undoubtedly 
pointed up a need for speech and hearing service. to areas considering 
the service Impossible to attain. There are several ways to think 
regarding the future placement of this unit. The major consideration, 
however, Is that the unit remain In operation regardless of who admin- 
isters It; otherwise, the past gains In this area are lost. 

The agency who originally procured the van expanded considerable 
time, effort and research to insure tho success of the project. The 
Dodge County Schools being selected to maintain control would be limit- 
ed to a county boundary and may have difficulty to hire a therapist to 
operate the unit. , 

If Educational Service Unit 42 assumed responsibility, they could 
operate the unit as requested by the schools with those participating 
paying a share of the cost. Tho ESU has tho advantage that they may 
be able to regulate the Itinerant speech therapists so as to get maximal 
coverage within the area and eliminate duplication of travel, etc. They 
would not be limited to county lines. 

If the State Department of Education were given the unit, they woDld 
have problems deciding how best to utilise tho van and where to place It. 

5. UTILIZATION BY OTHER. DISCIPLINES 

This trea has received consideration In other reports and this obser 
ver's onments are similar. The van has great potential for any service 
or discipline which would meet Individual or small groups of students and 
could be equipped to meet their own specific needs. It could be useful 
for almost all areas of special education. 
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CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

1. The first and major consideration and recommendation Is that the van 
be utilized. The service should not be discontinued as It Is the only 
means by which the rural children can receive this specialized help. 

2. The Dodge County Schools should probably retain the van as long as 
they can hire a therapist to keep the unit operating. The Educational 
Service Unit has promised to make use of the unit If It comes to them. 

3. Priorities should be established as to the areas* schools* and 
children served by this unit. 

4. The caseload should be lowered by use of various predictive devices 
on the market such as Van Rlper's PISTA. 

5. The Block System of scheduling should be utilized wherever factors 
of time* weather* and road conditions cause special scheduling problems. 

6. Children who are scattered and who may be removed from the vanis 
scheduled stops should be brought to the van by their parents. 

7. The mechanical problems which have constantly beset the van and Its 
operation be resolved as rapidly and permanently as possible. A smaller 
generator unit may be advisable. 

8. It would be Interesting for an evaluator to Interview the parents 
of children served by the unit so es to determine their feelings regard- 
ing the adequacy of the project. 

9. Speech Improvement activities should receive only • minor amount of 
time and effort from the therapist. His time will not be best utilized 
unless he spends time training the classroom teacher In speech Improve- 
ment. 

10. The therapist should remain free to select his own schedule and case- 
load In so far as possible. 

Thank you for the opportunity to visit the Project and If you have 
any questions or coments regarding this evaluation* please let me know. 

Sincerely yours* 



R. Ramon Kohler* Ph.D. 
Department Head 
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NEBRASKA 

State Department of Education 
Ou-SIte Evaluation of Title III, ESEA Project 



Applicant Agency: Podge County Superintendent of Schools 

Project Title: HUSE 

Evaluator's Name and Title: Brakenhoff and Kitten 

Visitation Date: 1-23-70 S ignature of Evaluator: Composite 

*********** 



Part I 

• 

Directions: Check the position that best represents the degree to which you 
believe each statement describes this project at the time of your 
visit. Clarifying coavents must be added. Please do so in the 
space under the applicable statement, or on a separate page. Com- 
ments should Include the basis for judgments made. 

• • • 

Rating scale: 0 Unable to determine on the basis of Information 

present. 



1 Low; the project can improve, 

2 Average; the project is functioning satisfactorily. 

• • • 

3 High; the project has succeeded beyond expectations. 



• 

1. The present direction of the project Is consistent with 
. the stated objectives. 

The project does an effective job with the students that 
can be serviced by the speed) therapist. 


0 


1 


2 


3 






l 




• 

2. Teachers , administrators, pupils, and parents who arc 
involved with the project art aware of its objectives. 

As a whole, teachers, administrators and pupils who are 
involved, seem to be aware of the Objectives. Parents, 
In some cases, may not be fully aware of the objectives. 




- 


2 




3. 'Existing policies and practices in the area of the 
project are conducive to the accomplishment of the 
objectives. 

© .. • 

The project 1% meeting the objectives very wall. . 31 




t 





• 

4* The project activities are appropriate for meeting 
the stated objectives. 

The director seems to do as much as possible to provide 
proper services. Fuller discussion of the project activities 
with the teachers would be advisable. 


0 


1 


t 


3 






z 




S. The current objectives of the project are relevant to 
the needs of the learners. • 

One mobile unit and one therapist seem to be meeting the 
needs of the children In the area. If more area Is to be 
serviced* It would appear that another speech therapist 
would definitely be needed. 






z 




• 

6. It appears that reasonable progress Is being made torard 
meeting the objectives of the project. 

Seemingly* teachers are. working well with the children on 
the project, but parents should have more infortttion on 
the progress of the child. 






z 




7. Objective measurements are being appl ied In the project's 
evaluation methods to determine whether or not this project- 
Is having an effect, on children. 

The tape recorder Is used effectively In this regard. 
Parents speech at home has a definite effect on the speech 
of the child. 






2 




0. Dissemination of Information about the project Is appro- 
priate and adequate within the area of the project. 

Both parents and teachers could use more Information 
about the project and its progress. 

• 






2 
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9. Adequate and appropriate provisions are rade for the 
participation of nonpublic students In the project. 

Over of the children served are from non-public 

schools. 
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10. Adequate safeguards ere utilized against possible negative 
effects of the program on children. 

The director and teachers seem to be very careful about 
avoiding any negative effects that having a speech defect 


• 




2 
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11. the physical resources are appropriate and adequate 
for the achievement of project objectives. 

More equipment Is needed. 

« # • • 

• 


0 


1 


2 


3 




• 


2 
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12. The human resources are adequate tor the achievement 
of project objectives. (Consider both the regular 
staff and outside consultants.) 

The director Is doing a good job with his present resources. 
There are undoubtably many children with speech difficulties 
who are not receiving help. 

• 






2 




• 

13. The project personnel have qualities essential to the 
success of the project. 






2 




14. The budget Is appropriate for the # current operation of 
the project. 

Should be. 

t 


• 


• 






IS. There 1$ evidence of good administrative practice In: 

leadership 








Supervision 










Fiscal Management 










Evaluation 1 










Dissemination 










• 
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16. Provisions are being made for the Integration of success- 
ful project activities Into the regular school programs. 

Full use of "Mr. Mike »" taped. records , and "Show and Tell." 
Oral reading used extensively. 
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17. The Board of Education and administrative staff are 
convnitted to support of successful project activities 
after federal funding ends. 

There Is definitely a question as to full support. 

• % 

i • 


0 


1 


2 


3 


2 




2 


• 


18. Evaluation practices being followed, and measuring 
Instruments in current use are appropriate for 
measuring the achievement of the objectives. 

Achievement tests and tape recordings are used. Equip- 
ment on the Mobile Unit are used extensively. 








• 

19. Provisions for follow-up activities are appropriate 
and adequate. 

According to teachers , there could be more provision for 
follow-up activities. 
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20. The project has adequate Information on hand to indicate 
compliance with the "Statement of Assurances." 

Adequate Information on hand. 

• 








2 



*** * * ** * * *.* * * * 



Hunter of 0 ratings 2xQ«JL_ 
Humber of 1 ratings 0x1 = 0 
Humber of 2 ratings e $5 
Humber of 3 ratings 6x3 » Tfl 

74 ; 36 « 7.05 
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Part II 

Directions; Please respond fully to each Item below, usIm additional sheets 
of paper as needed. Be as objective as possible, citing specific 
areas where good and poor practices are taking place. 

1. What are the strong points of this project? 

1. Services are brought to students who would otherwise not receive speech 
therapy. 

2. The mobile unit Itself and the equipment aboard are excellent. 



^ • / 

2. What are the weaknesses of the project? 

1. Follow-up activities should receive more emphasis. 

2. Parents end teachers need to be Informed of the objectives of the project. 



3. What suggestions would you give for Improvement of the project? These 
suggestions. should be based on "low" or "Can't Tell" ratings given In 
Part I. Please give recommendations both for Immediate Implementation, 
and for long-range planning. 

The mobile unit could be used In some Instances as g preventive measure. 



4. Would you suggest a restructuring or rewording of the project objectives? 
If so, what? 

There Is a need to carefully determine the needs of the children In the 
four-county area and In cooperation with local school districts and county 
superintendents assure that each child will receive speech therapy services 
In the future. 



S. Make any additional comments you feel necessary. 

We recommend that future use of the Mobile Unit be placed under the 
jurisdiction of Educational Service Unit 42 . This agency is in a key 
position to determine the- needs of children with the help of local 
school districts In the fOuiNcounty area and then coordinate the efforts 
In the Implementation of a program. 
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Project Title: NO SE 



Evaluator's Name and Title: Brakenho ff and Mitten 
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Part I 

Directions: Check the position that best represents the degree to which you 
believe each statement describes this project at the time of your 
visit. Clarifying continents must be added, Please do so in the 
Space under the applicable statement* or on a separate page. Com- 
ments should Include the basis for judgments made. 

Dating scale: 0 Unable to determine on the basis of information 

present. 

1 Low; the project can improve. 

2 Average; the project Is functioning satisfactorily. 

3 High; the project has succeeded beyond expectation: 



o 
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The present direction of the project is consistent with 
the stated objectives. 

The project does an effective job with the students that 
can be serviced by the speech therapist. 



2 . 



Teachers, administrators, pupils, and parents who are 
Involved with the project are aware of its objectives. 

As a whole, teachers, administrators and pupils who are 
Involved, seem to be aware of the objectives. Parents, 
In some, cases, may not be fully aware of the objectives. 



3. Existing policies and practices in the area of the 
project are conducive to the accomplishment of the 
objectives. 

The project is meeting the objectives very well. 
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4. 


The project act 1 vi ties a re appropriate for meetl ng 
the stated objectives. 

The director seems to do as much as possible to provide 
proper services. Fuller discussion of the project activities 
with the teachers would be advisable. 
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5. 


The current objectives of the project are relevant to 
the needs of the learners. 












One mobile unit and one therapist seem to be meeting the 
needs of the children In the area.. If more area is to be 
serviced. It would appear that another speech therapist 
would definitely be needed. 
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6. 


It appears that reasonable progress Is being made toward 
meeting the objectives of the project. 












Seemingly, teachers are working well with the children on 
the project, but parents should have more Information on 
the progress of the child. 
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7. 


Objective measurements are being applied In the project's 
evaluation methods to determine whether or not the project 
la having an effect on children. 












The tape recorder is used effectively in this regard. 
Parents speech at home has a definite effect on the speech 
of the child. 

a • 
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6. 


Dissemination of information about the project is appro- 
priate and adequate within the area of the project. 
Apparently this weakness has not been corrected since the 
last evaluation. 


2 






i 
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9. 


Adequate and appropriate provisions are made for the 
participation of nonpublic students in the project, 

Over 50 % of the children served are from non-public 
schools. 
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10. 


Adequate safeguards are utilized against possible negative 
effects of the program on children. 












The director and teachers seem to be very careful about 
avoiding any negative effects that having a speech defect 
may have on the children. 






2 
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71. The physical resources , are Appropriate and adequate 
for the achievement of project objectives. 

Here equipment has been purchased. 

• 


JL 
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h 
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12. The taman resources are adequate for thd achievement . 
of project objectives. (Consider both the regular 
Staff and outside consultants.) 

The director is doing a good job with his present resources. 
There are undoubtably many children with speech difficulties 
who are not receiving help. 






2 




-13 — The project -personnel have-quallties-essentlal -to the 
success of the project. 






2 




If. The budget is appropriate for the current operation of 
the -project. 

Should be. 




• 


X 




15. There 1$ evidence of good administrative practice In; 

Leadership 






X 




Supervision 






A 




fiscal Management 


— 


— 






(valuation 


dissemination 




A, 
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16. Provisions are being made for the integration of success* 
ful project activities Into the regular school programs. 

Full use of "Mr. Mice*” taped records, and "Show and Tell." 
Oral reading used extensively. 







• • 



17. The. Board of Education and administrative staff are 
committed to support of successful project activities 
•fter federal funding ends. 

There Is definitely e question as to full support. 



18. Evaluation practices being followed, and measuring 
Instruments In current use are appropriate for 
measuring the achievement of the objectives. 

. Achievement tests and tape recordings are used. Equip* 
went on the Mobile Unit are used extensively. 



19. Provisions for follow-up activities are appropriate 
and adequate. , 

According to teachers, there could be moire provision for 
follow-up activities. 



20. The project has adequate Information on hand to Indicate 
compliance with the “Statement of Assurances. " 



Adequate Information on hand. 



♦ ft********** 



Number of 0 ratings a* 
Number of ) ratings 
Number of 2 ratings 08JL2L 
Number of 3 ratings 
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Part II 



Directions: Please respond fully to each item below, using 

additional sheets of paper as needed. Be as 
objective as possible, citing specific areas 
where good and poor practices are taking place. 

1. What are the strong points of this project? 

(a) Services are brought to students who would otherwise 
not receive speech therapy. 

(b) The mobile unit itself and the equipment aboard 
are excellent. 



2. What are the weaknesses of the project? 

(a) Follow-up activities should receive more emphasis. 

(b) Parents and teachers need to be informed of the objectives 
of the project. 

(c) The recommendation made on January 23» 1970, apparently 
has not been implemented. 

3. What suggestions would you give for improvement of the project? 
These suggestions should be based on "low" or "Can't Tell" 
ratings given in Part I. Please give recommendations 

both for immediate implementation, and for long-range 
plann i ng . 

The mobile unit could be used in some instances as a 
preventive measure. 

k. Would you suggest a restructuring or rewording of the project 
objectives? If so, what? 

Possibly. We believe that one of the original, stated 
purposes of the project was the correction of speech 
problems. It seems apparent that In the four-county 
area speech therapy has become more of a reality and now 
there is a need to carefully determine the needs of this 
area and in cooperation with local school districts and 
county superintendents assure that each child will 
receive this service. It would appear then that someone 
who is familiar with the four-county area should assume 
this responsibility in the future. 
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5. Make any additional comments you feel necessary. 

Mr. Bones, the administrator of Service Unit Number Two, indicates 
in the following paragraphs suggestions for the future use of 
the Mobile Unit, should it be assigned to them. 

"This is to give a summary of the criteria to direct the use of 
the Mobile Unit that was used in Project MUSE, financed under 
Title III, of P.L. 89 -IO by the U.S. Office of Education, and 
sponsored locally by the Dodge County Superintendent of Schools, 
Fremont, Nebraska, should this vehicle and equipment be assigned 
to Educational Service Unit Number Two. 

(1) It is expected that the first use of this mobile 
classroom will be to bring speech therapy services to 
those schools that have too few pupils to justify hiring 

a speech clinician, and are unable to obtain such service 
on a cooperative or non-resident tuition basis. 

(2) Of the above schools, priority will be given those who 
do not have facilities to house a speech therapy 
program by an itinerant speech clinician, on any part- 
time or other cooperative basis. 

(3) It is expected to cooperate with existing school, and 
school -coopera t i ve , programs as much as possible, using 
the motorized classroom to help cover such parts of 
their area as may be isolated from the regular program 
facilities to accomodate a reguJar, itinerant speech clinici 

(A) Every possible means will be explored to provide speech 
services to the rural Class I School Districts in Educa- 
tional Service Unit Number Two, who enroll about 3,500 
pupils, by organizing them into service point areas where 
the mobile classroom may be centrally stationed, and to 
which individual pupils needing therapy may be brought. 

(5) It will be considered to extend the use of the vehicle 
facility to summer programs, and possible Saturday therapy 
cl asses . 

(6) Since Educational Service Unit Number Two provides speech 
therapy only as administrator of a school cooperative 
program the services provided by this mobile unit will 

be considered part of the cooperative program. 

It is expected that, should this mobile unit be assigned to Educational 
Service Unit Number Two, all operative and financial records kept on 
the Project MUSE will be made available to the Administrator of 
Educational Service Unit Number Two so that he mau be able to obtain 
and excercise the best possible judgments as to the most efficient 
and acceptable use and operation of this motorized classroom." 






The evaluators further recommend that wherever possible two 
specialists be used on the Mobile Unit, thereby increasing its 
usability. 

It would also be advisable for the Service Unit to appoint a 
speech coordinator for the four-county areas who would be responsible 
for coordinating all speech activities in Educational Service 
Un i t Number Two. 

Since this project will be terminated July 30, 1970, it seams 
appropriate to make some recommendations concerning its future 
use . 

Originally the unit was designed for operation in a four-oounty 
area of Educational Service Unit Number Two. It has been used on 
a limited basis in this Educational Service Unit. Primarily its 
use has been limited to Dodge County. We recommend that its 
future use be placed under the jurisdiction of the Educational 
Service Unit Number Two. This agency is in a key position to 
determine needs with the help of the local school district in 
the four-county area and then coordinate the efforts in the 
implementation. We feel that the Mobile Unit stressing not only 
the program aspect of it, but the physical use as well, would be 
able to be used most effectively by this agency. It would be 
able to place a unit in key positions throughout the four- 
county area, thus assuring that as many students as possible would 
have the benefit of speech therapy and/or speech stimulation 
services. 
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QUESTIONNAIRE FOR CHILDREN IN SPEECH THERAPY PROGRAM SCHOOL 
YEAR i969-70i 







Yes 


No 


l. 


Did You enjoy the speech program? 


82 


6 


2. 


Is the mobile classroom better for speech 
than your own classroom?. 


. 32 


36 


3, 


Has your speech improved since school started 76 


11 


A. 


Would you like to continue in speech? 


83 


5 


3. 


Was the mobile classroom comfortable? 


32 


36 


6. 


Were you willing to leave your classroom 
to go to speech? 


73 


13 


7, 


Do your classmates accept your attendence 
at speech without teasing you? 


86 


* 


8. 


Has anyone expressed a desire to attend 
the mobile classroom .with you? 


37 


41 


9. 


Does your parents like to have you go to 
speech? 


74 

• 


14 


10. 


Does your teacher like to have you go 
to speech? 


83 


3 


II. 


Do you enjoy school better this year than 
you did last year? 


48 


40 


12. 


Do you enjoy piayLng with children this 
year more than you did last year? 


61 


27 
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Total miles on mobile classroom ...12,843 

Operational cost per mile 10 cents per mile 
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